
LALMAN VS GAURI DUTT

Lalman Shukla vs Gauri Dutt is a popular case related to the Acceptance of a Contract. Lalman Shukla is an employee
with Pt. Gauri Dutt. When the nephew of .

While the Plaintiff was in service, the nephew of the Defendant ran away from his house. It appears, however,
that some of the handbills were sent to him there Facts of the case The court below having dismissed the
claim, this application for revision has been made by the plaintiff and it is claimed on his behalf that as he
traced out the boy he is entitled to the reward offered by the defendant. J held that the plaintiff being an
employee of the defendant was already under a pre-existing legal obligation to look for the nephew when
required by the plaintiff. Being under that obligation, which he had incurred before the reward in question was
offered, he cannot, in my opinion, claim the reward. This is manifest from S. The record shows that the
handbills were issued subsequently to the plaintiff's departure for Hardwar. Datt, the defendant, resisted the
suit by arguing that the plaintiff could not accept an offer he was not aware of. Gauri Dutt In January last the
nephew of the defendant absconded from home and no trace of him was found. In order to constitute a
contract there must be an acceptance of the offer and there can be no acceptance unless there is knowledge of
the offer. In any opinion a suit like the present one can only be founded on a contract. Secondly, parties must
have knowledge about the proposal and without knowledge of the proposal it cannot converted into agreement
even if condition associated with such proposal is fulfilled. Motive is not essential but knowledge and
intention are. The plaintiff was in the service of the defendant. The very basis of a contract is that there should
be a vinculum juris between the parties. They stated that it is immaterial that whether person performing the
act has knowledge of rewards associated with it or not. He also claimed that a subsequent promise to pay the
reward was made to him by the defendant. In the meantime when plaintiff was at the search of child defendant
issued a hand bill offering reward of Rs. Whether the claim of Rs. An appeal is filed against the order of
subordinate court in the High Court of Allahabad in order to provide claim of Rs. It was also said by the
Honorable Judge that plaintiff was merely fulfilling his obligations at the time when he was tracing the boy.
Respondents: It was contended by the respondents that there must be an acceptance to offer in order to convert
it into a contract and assent is the basic essential in order to constitute a contract. Revision Application
dismissed. If the person gives his assent and then performs the condition of proposal than only he is entitled to
claim rewards associated with such proposal. The application was, therefore, dismissed.


